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. ' Rumor has it that it is McCullough who is working on the 26 /volumes, 

but officially I have only been told that it is a top-secret project/ I do not 
know McCullough. Many of the editorial writers wander through the Library where 
- I work, sol probably know him by sight, but I could not identify him - in other 
words, L would not recognize him if (and I probably do) I saw him. Therefore, 
since I am only a minor and low paid clerk. I’m sure that even if I were sure 
.it is him that is working on the project, he probably would resent my talking to 
* him about iJb^He may recognize me as a clerk, but surely does not know my name^ 

, you see . ^However , since "you have already been in contact with him, why don*t you ' 
make a suggestion to, him in a letter, and tell him if I can help him in any way 
.through <what I have learned from your books, I f d be glad to. You could do this 
in such a way as not to indicate that 1 Imve made this suggestion to you. You 
could simply tell him the truth - that I told you there is a "top secret 1 * study of 
the volumes going on there, and that that is why I could not. do the research you 
asked me to. * And. that you surmised (which is also true) that it is McCullough who 

is doing the research, and that you -(knowing how much I admire your v/ork) believe 

that I might be useful, to him in bringing out points mentioned in your books. Of 

course, this is only. a suggestion to you - it means nothing to me personally - but 

I do share your hope that "Someone EESfifi working in this field would bring something 
new to light**. It is to that extent only that I am interested in whatever work 
McCullough may be doing. I. feel wasted, having ree4 all the material I can get my 
hands on, with no way to make use of what little knowlege I may have gained from 
your work. 

Incidentally, the first six volumes are STILL mi»ssing, : except for one of 
them (maybe volume 4 ?) which is back on the shelf. So, you see, I couldn’t have 
done what you asked. And, I am truly sorry about it, because I truly would like to 
be of some kind of service to you 0 It was my, immediate boss who told me about the 
"secret project* - and the only reason he told me that was because I asked him what 
had happened*: to the missing volumes. He did not tell me who ' had ' them • I have heard 
in the past week from one of my boss* assistants that it is McCullough who has them. 
How he knows, I don’t know. But your guess seems confirmed. The assistant who named 
McCullough also, made the comment to me that even though McCullough is supposed to read 
C every word, he (the assistant) is damn sure McCullough won 1 t doit. Whatever you do, 
don t repeat. this. But, that is what he told me, and he’s been working there for 
close to 40 years, so I guess he knows a little, about the type of work the various 
writers can be expected to do. But this remark was made only to me, so whatever you 
do ,v don't repeat it. . > • - : • . • 



t ; You say I should have realisedyou helped in the Post article. I knew for 

certain that your work had been the basis of parts of it, but it never occured to me 
that you were actually in on it personally, I, thought they had just used some of 
your published stuff, and I had my doubts that you even KNEW about the article, per- 
sonally, It seems to me that you are being left out of almost everything, and quite 
unjustly. It now appears that I am (happilly) wrong in this surmise. 

. * . • i • •«.•••.. . , * „ • • * * . • * * . • ‘ ' ■ ■' • 
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i , , -Now, for another question! Have you heard the new Probe LP Recording 

entitled "The Controversy"? You are mentioned on the jacket, mentioned on the 






recording, and your voice is used for a very short period, although Lane is given 
much more prominence - he is strongly attacked by the narrator, but his voice is 
used quite often, Epstein is also on the record. Both Epstein and Lane have their 
pictures printed in the inside of the jacket. Yours is not there. 

Our one and only transportation company went on strike early Sunday 
morning, A long strike was expected, which would have paralysed the city, and 
in anticipation of lousy business, one of our largest record stores published on 
Sunday morning a n ad in which they offered every record in their store at 
tremendously low prices. This to. draw customers who otherwise could not - or rather 
would nmt - make a trip into town during a transportation strike. As it happened, 
the strike ended after 27 hours, so the discounts weren't necessary to draw business, 
after all, but it was advertised, so the store had to go through with it. As a 
result, I bought this record tonight for about $2.60- it lists for $5.79, It plays 
one hour, and features Kennedy's last recorded speech (Jackie and Lyndon. . .the "hat” 
incident), Oswald's voice (not the press conference), and the tape recording made by 
Jack Ruby in Parkland Hospital. It features the voices of Brehm, Holland, Norman, 
Penn Jones, Liebeler, Gerald Ford, along viith Lane, Epstein and yourself, 

•- Maybe at last I can do you a favor. . If you don*t have the record, 1*11 

be glad to tape it for you at 3-3/4 and send it down to you. . Let me knew. Of 
^course, you probably already have it. They use yoi\ to disprove what Lane claims 
-> about Holland, and they cast grave doubt upon Lane, and thereby try to cast grave 

doubt on all the critics of the- Warren Report, since they strongly insinuate 

that Lane is the "leader*. This is. what I mean about them being unjust to you. 

You know more, have revealed more than anyone else I have read, yet you are put into 
a very minor position, as though you were a flunky instead of the most accomplished 
and most truthful of all the genuine critics. I have already given my opinion of 
Lane and Epstein in previous letters, so there is no need to go, into that again. 

R*t, I just thin& it*s dirty that you are not given the prominence that Lane is given 
on this record. 

If you haye not yet heard it, I am sure you. Ml will , not be pleased by 
the short commentary on you, and I think you will get very angry when you hear the 
stupid things Liebeler and Ford have to say. Especially Ford, where he talks about 
the. medical - X-Rays, photos and autopsy - features the Commission had to consider. 

I can see you bimning, now. 1 

I thought the Post article was an empty article, and I only mentioned it 
because, I didn t know if you were aware that your name was mentioned. I read the 
first installment of Manchester's book in Look, and you. can see he knows nothing 
about the evidence either, although what he writes about Kennedy's last hours is 
interesting - although many are now claiming inaccurate. He's a good writer, though, 
as far as retaining readers interest is concerned. I. am taking a short break from * 
tnings asneerning the assassination by reading ”In Cold Blood" which has just come 
out in paper-back. Capote is a terrific writer - wbat a di sap ointment, though, to 
see and hear him, on television. I am constantly broke, but still manage'to obtain 
interesting reading matter, and so I'm happy. 

, 1 hav ® plenty of tape* so if you don't have "The Controversy!?, let me know, 

and J'll tape it and send it down. The mechanics XHM wont be the best, but it'll 
be understandable at least. I have no hook-up material, so I'll have to record it 

directly from phonograph speaker to tape-microphone. Don't, expect stereo! 

■ . .. . , •- . . . 

Please take oare of yourself, and if I can take anything down JeWnpgu 
from the Sylvia Meagher index you mentioned for you, just send it up and let me know. 



